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autonomy might produce.1 We shall learn below of the effect the French attempts to dismember Germany had on the tendency to replace Great Prussia by a plurality of States within Germany. Thus the conditions of the counter-revolution and of the Peace of Versailles produced a degree of centralisation far beyond what was desired even by those revolutionaries who were in principle Unitarians. We must not forget that Engels had described the position of the German working-classes as " anti-Prussian, for national reasons as well as for those of general policy".2 To the representative of the Independent Socialist Party in the discussion of the Weimar Constitution,3 the unified state meant cc neither unification of minds, nor abolition of the particular features of the separate tribes". The Liberal Preuss., the author of the Constitution., took up essentially the same position when stating his principles : the Nation, uninterested in the traditional states since they had originated in dynastic strife,, ought to abolish them and replace them by a new organisation based upon the organic diversity of the national life, especially in cultural fields, granting effective self-government to the municipalities as well as to the autonomous Provinces which were to be created.4 Preuss criticised the Revolution, not for having failed to produce doctrinaire blue prints for a " unified state ", but for having failed " to remove, along with the dynasties, all the obstacles that prevent a suitable territorial redistribution of the Reich, based upon natural living bonds ".5 The worst of these obstacles, to him as to the other ce democratic Unitarians ", was Prussia, " that incomplete realisation of German unity ". He believed its survival incompatible with a republican constitution for Germany.6 For a member-state to comprise four-sevenths of the national territory and population without its acquiring hegemony was inconceivable. Once this hegemony had been overcome, as Preuss believed it had been in 1918, a unified Prussia was bound permanently to struggle with the federation, and either destroy it, or re-establish its own hegemony, with all the other institutions on which that hegemony had been based.7
1 Report of the Reparations Agent, Parker Gilbert, December 10, 1927.
2 op. cit. (1920), p.  136.                           3 Proceedings, Vol. 326, p. 404. 4 op. cit. (1926), pp. 370 ff.                       * op. cit. (1923), p. 49.
0 See Ziegler, op. cit., p. 101, and Preuss, op. cit. (1928), p. 167.
7 op. cit. (1926), p. 375. Later on Braun (op. cit.) p. 31) alleged that Preuss had changed his view in favour of preserving Prussia as a nucleus of the future decentralised unitary state. It is hard to prove whether this contention is right or wrong : as a writer Preuss has spoken his last word in the posthumous work Reich und Lander,